Friday, October 21, 2005 FW: Dale Farm l , / „ 

Subject: FW: Dale Farm V 

Date: Sat, 30 Jul 2005 10:11:15 +0100 
From: "Keith Lomax" <K.lomax@dgllaw.co.uk> 
To: "ustiben.2" <ustiben.2@ntlworld.com> 

Original Message 

From: Keith Lomax 

Sent: 29 July 2005 08:51 

To: 'Samuel.Grindal@basildon.gov.uk' 

Subject: RE: Dale Farm 


Dear Sam 

Please take notice that application was sent to the Court 
yesterday to add 15 Claimants to the application for 
Judicial Review and for the injunction of 27 July 2005 
to be extended to include them so as to protect the 
entire site as may be at risk of direct action after 3 1 
July. 

I have requested that the application be dealt with by 12 
noon today in order to have clarity for all concerned. 

However, given that the court is seized of the 
application and given the existence of the injunction 
already made, it is submitted that it would be 
contemptuous of the Council to proceed until the 
outcome is known. I ask for your confirmation that 
Basildon Council will await the Court's determination 
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of this application. 

I further submit that the Council's decision to proceed 
regardless of the injunction was itself a breach of the 
Article 8 ECHR rights of both the Claimants and all the 
other residents of the site and indeed those members of 
their families on the adjacent authorised site. I remind 
the Council that the right is of respect to family and 
home. The decision to refuse to give an undertaking not 
to take action with respect to the entire site whilst an 
injunction was in force for the sample 26 Claimants was 
one which no reasonable authority would make and 
clearly failed to take into account the material fact of 
the impact on the various families and the breach of 
their rights pursuant to Article 8. Damage has already 
been caused by the Council's decision. The population 
at the site has suffered enormous stress pending the 
Court order to add the further Claimants and to extend 
the injunction. 

Even at this late stage, therefore, I ask that the Council 
review its position and confirm its undertaking not to 
take any action with regard to anywhere on the site 
whilst the present injunction is in force. This will 
provide immediate relief to the site population rather 
than having to await the outcome of the application 
now before the Court. 

I urge the Council not to make the same mistake that 
Leeds City Council made 5 years ago to the day - on 1 
August 2000 - when that Council evicted the Connors 
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family in breach of their rights, resulting in the ECtHR 
decision on 27 May 2004 which now stands as authority 
on the issues that will clearly come into play should the 
Council proceed with direct action on Monday, and 
which are already in play as regards the Council's 
present stance. 

I await your urgent response. 

Yours faithfully, 


Keith Lomax 


Davies * Gore * Lomax 
solicitors 


Partners: John Davies, Patricia Gore, Keith Lomax 

63 Great George Street 
Leeds, LSI 3BB 
Telephone: 0113 242 2797 
Fax: 0113 245 1117 
DX 26437 Leeds Park Square 
E-mail: k.lomax@dgllaw.co.uk 


This email and any files transmitted with it are 
confidential and 

intended solely for the use of the person to whom they 
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